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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

The authors have done a great work to study the role of mAs, KVP and scan time on CTDIvol
and DLP.

1.

The information given are very good but the need for the study in this current time
seems a bit outdated since these information are published regularly.

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable? 2. Thetitle is suitable for this study
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 3. Abstract is comprehensive but a few minor grammatical and spelling error
4. Yes
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 5. The manuscript is scientifically correct but the problem arises in the timeline of the
study. The concepts researched and presented seems not recent since the
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Automatic Exposure Control (AEC) is mostly used in all the CT scanners. The use of
AEC is not mentioned. And these concepts may not be studied based on the native
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? country, but globally these concepts are vividly taught to students since a few years.
So maybe a clarity on the use of either AEC or manual setting.
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 6. References are also very old. The most recent reference in this manuscript cited was
additional references, please mention in the review form. published in the year 2013. So there is a need to do a extensive literature survey to
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide understand the recent trends and techniques.
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 1. Needs improvement

communications?
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